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The Cont ents. 


SE 0 T. I. — on the Anſwer ta the 
Fiacts contain d in the Qua- 
ners Vindication of their Brief 


Account. — pag. 5. 


8 E CT I. Remarks on the Anſwer to the 
Reaſoni contain'd in the 


faid Vindication. p. 21 


8 E C T, MI. Remarks en theAhAver to their 
Exceptions againſt the Poor 


Vicar's Plea. p. 31 


8 E CT. IV. Remarks on the Defender's 
Conclufion ; with a brief Re- 
capitulation 
the preſent Controverſy. p. 34 


LY = 
% 


of the State of 


£ 


( 5 
q 
| 
. 
| 
| 


C$J 


— —— — — ( — — — — 


R E MA R K 8 
on a late PaunL EA inticuled ; 
A DEFENCE 
Or TA E 


EXAMINATION, &@c. 


SERGE | 
Remarks on the Anſwer to the Facts. 


HE Defender comprehends whatever is 
faid by way of Anfiver to the Quakers 
Vindication, under two general Heads, 

vis. I. THE FacTs, and 2. TuRE REasoninGs. 
A politick Procedure, to ſecure his Attack, by 
ſeparating the Reaſonings from the Facts which 
ſupport them. We ſhall attend him in his own 
Way, and endeavour to ſhew that they are 
fingly ſufficient to withſtand his united Force 
and Fraud. 


The Defence begins with the Reply of 
Titus Wendp Vicar of Stebbing, whoſe 
Reaſons for proſecuting in the Exchequer we 
have ſhewn, Vindication pag. 19, 20, to be 
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inconſiſtent with each other: Inſtead of re- 
conciling, he 
clare: Fam ready to make Oath. Of what? 
That the Fuſtices refuſed to a. He owns they 
did act for ſome Years, and aſſigns no reaſona- 
ble Cauſe for their Refuſing : The moſt proba- 
ble One we can think of, is, that his “ Claims 
grew exorbitant, and that their Refuſal to act 
implies no more, than that they refuſed to act 
as he would have them. | 


He pretends an © Impoſlibility of coming to 


« the Knowledge” of his Tithe: How then 


did he come to fix a Demand in thoſe Years 
when the Juſtices did act? But paſſing by his 
little Shifts and Evaſions, let us attend his grand 
Reaſon, which he expreſſes, Defence p. 6, 7. 
thus, © I here publickly declare it to the 
World, and it was this: That IT hoped one 


C Proſecution carried on to Effect, would make 
*« Peace and good Neighbourhood for the 


Term of my Life; and as I had heard of 
« ſeveral ſuch like Inſtances, ſo it has in ſome 


+ meaſure anſwered my Expectations ; for ſe- 
*« veral Quakers, after that Law-ſuit, did com- 
pound for their Tithes, and pay them regu- 


* larly; and there are not above two or three - 


In. 


* that now give much Trouble.” 


— ** 


* * . 
|S —— — 
. — . —— — — 


M are informd that he claim'd Tuthe of things nol 
uſually Tithable, as an Ofier-Ground, &c. and which, 
had they been Tuthable, did not belong to bim. 


repeats them, with I jolemnly de- 


N 
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In this the Vicar ſeems to have ſhewed us all bis 


Heart, and diſcovered the real Cauſe, why he, 


and others, none of the beſt, of the Clergy, de- 


cline the Method of proceeding before the Ju- 
ſtices, and chuſe that of the Exchequer, becauſe 
the latter is more terrible in its Effects, more 
apt to make Examples of ſome, and terrify 
others from the Exerciſe of their Conſciences : 
This is the Vicar's Method of making Peace 
and good Nejghbourhood ; but he has not 
ſhewn us what we aſk'd for, Vind-p. 14, Where 
is the Chriſtianity or even Humanity of ſacrificing 
a Man, his Eſtate, or Liberty, «eith ſuch a 
dreadful Deſign ! 


As for Revenge, he ſays, I utterly diſclaim 
it; dut practiſes it moſt effectually. | 


In Words he prays, but, in Deeds per/ecutes, 
for the Qyakers Converſion. 


To prove, that when he proſecutes the Qua- 
kers in the Exchequer he is © not actuated by 
Revenge, nor has any Spleen or Pique a- 


<«« gainſt them,” he tells us, that he buys Hops 


and Malt of em without any Rancour or Ill- 
will. 


His general Charge, that © They (the Qua- 
<< ters) ſtopt and inſulted him on the Road with 


the moſt opprobrious Language,” is now 


confined to a certain Qyater, who, the Vicar 
ſays, © was well known to treat all Clergymen, 

where ever he met them, with Scurrility 
and 


(8) 


« and ill Manners.” This, if true, no other 
Quaker will defend: But the Vicar neither 
names the Man, nor what Provocation Himſelf 


gave him. 


Our Aged Friend, whom he turned out of 


the Road, he charges with ufing coarſe Lan- 
aue ' yet denies not that his Words were as 
tioned, V ind. p. 22, Art not thou an im- 
þo— Man to turn out laded H. orſes? Words 
not likely to have been uſed without ſome ſuch 
AR, as 2 Vicar now ſays, he is not conſci- 
* ena | 


His Charge againſt the Quakers, viz. © I 
© have had threatning Notes thrown into my 
« Yard, viz. Remember Czſar's Fate, &c.” 
is now reduc'd to a threatning Note, which if 
they did not throw he can't imagine who did. 


His Charge, that © the Quakers uſe all their 
„ Endeavours to hinder his ſelling the Goods 


« taken by Diſtreſs,” is now confined to a 


ſingle Woman calling after a Man with a Par- 
cel of Hogs. 


To ſhew a Deficiency D the Scizures, he 


fays, © They ſet too high a Value u n their 
* Goods.” As if the Quakers were their own 
Appraiſers, which 'tis well known they are not, 


He objects, that One of them threatned 
* kick a Conſtable out of his Houſe, for 


be * going a ſecond Time to make good the Def 
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« ciency Which Expreſſion we doubt the 
Truth of; however the Caſe it ſelf ſhews, that 
the Conſtable, probably at the Parſon's Inſtiga- 


Warrant. 


Though the Violence of the Vicar's Proſecu- 
tion did oblige Chapman to ſell his Eſtate to pay 


his juſt Debts, yet the Vicar will not admit 


that he compelled him to it, becauſe perhaps he 
had rather have ſeized it all by a Sequeſtration 
for Tithe, though the Man's juſt Creditors had 
went unpaid. | 


The Account of Chapman's Wife's Death in 
Goal, the Vicar fays, is falſe; but preſently 
confutes himſelf, ſaying, She had not been 
in the Goal 24 Hours before ſhe died.” 


To prove that his Proſecution did not ruin 


out of Goal, he has been obliged to double his 
Diligence to get a Living. 


It we miſtook, in faying, he acknowledged 
a Threefold Proſecution for the Marriage Fee ; 
he may excuſe it, ſince he needs as much Fa- 
vour from us, for faying © Walker failed, and 


«© Chapman loſt all his Money.” A point in 


which he has been mifinformed. 


In Foſter's Caſe, the Parſon and Lawyer are 


at Odds, the One affirms what the Other denies. 


Let them quarrel on, ſo the honeſt Farmer 


B may 


tion, was then acting very illegally and without 


Rawhns, he ſhews us, that ſince the Man came 
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may but live in Peace: Though, in ſuch a Caſe 
as this, his Lot is very hard, who muſt either 
pay an Attorney for his Pains, or the Parſon for 
Nothing. 


P. S. The Vicar © defies us to prove, that 
« be ever filed a Bill in the Exchequer againſt 
cc Stepben Chopping : 22 But, did he not ſubpæna 


Chopping into the Exc and afterward 
drop the Proceeding ? W Wt a we cup 


him with | in that Gb. 


— 


EXT is che Reply of Dr. Rumney, Vicar | 
N _ — Peter's in St. Al- 
ur; whoſe Chriſtian Compaſſion to a poor old 
Man, when in his Power ** impriſoned 
him, we have not only acknowledged, but re- 
commended to the Imitation of his Brethren : 
But though we admit that the Doctor s Charity 
and Tenaerneſi in ſtopping that Proſecution may 
atone for, yet we don't think it juftefies the Sc- 
verity of his beginning it. The One was an 
Exerciſe of his Power, the Other of his Pity. 
The —_— we preſume, 4 a mature 
ht, not go ning d 1 
— of Chriſtianity. me "wu Y 


We never thought, nor deſign'd to make our 
Reader think, that the Doctor proſecuted Ste- 
venus more than Once. Nor did we inſinuate 
any Failure in his Power to obtain what, he 
claimed, but did and do afcribe his deſiſting 
from this Proſecution to Ghr:ftian Charity, * 

er 


as 
der the Influence of which he neither would nor 
could proceed therein, and which, were all the 


Clergy directed by, would effectually ſecure us 
from their Exchequer Proſecutions for Tithes. 


The Doctors Suppoſition, * that he had no 
* Right to the Oath or ſolemn Afirmation of 
* the Party before the Juſtices,” he will;find 
taken Notice of in Sect. 2. of theſe Remarks. 


NJ 


& 


— —_— To — 


Wos E come next to the Reply of F. Faumard 
| Vicar of Bedfont in Middleſex ; who will 
needs have a Fra, hr Miſtake to be a wil- 
ful Error; and ſome time to ſignify a e, 
ble time, not a ſhort O ne. 


s Promiſe, 


He attempts to prove Gin 


referring: to Perſons who heard himſelf = that | 


Gibfon promiſed him. 


To ſhew that the Juſtices favoured the Wi- 
grant him more 


dow, he urges their Readineſs to 
for his Trouble and Charge — he would take. 


He calls it, Trumping up a Certifacate, to - 


produce a real One : He would have it thought 

Heredible that the Juſtices allowed him. much 

more than the Value of his Tithe ; which yet 
himſelf owns they would have done, faying, 

J refuſed to take what the Bench would al- 
* low me for Trouble and Charge in the Suit. 

VIZ, in the Ecclefaſtical Court. 
mu B 2 -— 
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If the. Vicar, as he ſays, had not a Farthing 
* more than was ordered in the Warrant,” yet 


| the Goods taken might be worth much more; 


and if that was never mentioned till this Time, 
twas becauſe the Vicar had not publickly pro- 
claimed his Favours to the Widow before. 


1 — 


* — 


— — 


HE Reply of Francis Powel Rector of the 
Pariſh called A Saints in Colcbeſter, ob- 


jects to our ſuppoſing his Claim doubrful and 


intricate, though his own Words, that the Ju- 
ſtices had © ſeveral Days Conſultation about it” 
plainly import as much, and their fixed Refo/u- 
tion at laſt not to act upon ſuch Complaints ſhews, 
that they thought them unjuſt. . 


In Pitchford's Caſe he owns the Proſecution, 
but makes Words about a Promiſe of P. Ha- 


ens, Which yet he ſeems never to have expected 


the Performance of. 


If, as he fays, © moſt of the other Clergy in 
“ Colcheſter have never collected Eafter-Offer- 


« ings in their Pariſhes at all,“ we think it 


more reaſonable to ſuppoſe none due, than that 
they are united againſt their own Intereſt, 


And if none of them © make Demand upon 
© the Quakers for Marriage or Burial Fees,” 
'tis certain that if did, neither Law nor 
Equity would grant "= | 


The Rector acknowledges three other 
| | e Proſe- 
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© Proſecutions which were not in our Account“ 
but makes a Jeſt of our Remark on the Drc- 1 
of Church Power, and the Apprehenſions r 

rpetual Impriſonment ; though he can't but 
3 that every Penny he has got by thoſe 
Proſecutions was needs pure Effect of ſuch Terror, 
without which Church Cenſures would have 
little Weight. 


— 


T HE Reply of Fohn Capon, the Ry In- 
cumbent of Waltham- oy" Fon complains of 

a groſs Miſrepreſentation where none is, and 
calls the Vindicator Jeſuit, who never under- 
ſtood his Words in any other Senſe than as 
himſelf explains them. 


Though he had as good a Right to ſuppoſe 
he had a Title to Eafter-Offerings, as the Qra- 
kers to ſuppoſe he had not, yet the juſtices 
* declining to proceed in the Affair, turns the 
Scale on the Quakers Side. 


"ih grants that the Clerk, to whom he ſays 
his Predeceſſor gave the Offerings, could not 
oblige them (the Quakers) to pay,” whence there 
is Reaſon to think that his Predeceſſor's Title 
to them was not good: For if he had a Right 
to transfer his Claim, why not alſo * Power 
of recovering it? 


We mentioned whae 1 we thought the true 
Reaſon of his dropping the Suit, viz. © The 
«« Defendants exhibiting in their Anſwer the 


-* Paper 


(14) 
© Paper of Exemption: ” But this, though 
*tis the main Hinge of the Controverſy, he takes 
no Notice of. | 


725 

He tells us, That the Clergy of the Church 

& of England have never wanted Charity for 

„ each other.” Which is well: But tis 

pity they have not enough for the Qualers, to 

prevent ſuch a Miſconſtruction of theirs as he 
makes Uſe of. 


* 


— — „ — — 


—— — 
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EFENCE p. 28. In Dr. Tower ors Caſe, 
wherein we have ſhewn from their own 
Account, by the Date of the Subpana, which is 
the firſt Step in an Exchequer Proceſs, that the 
Suit commenced after the Act took place: The 
Reply is a meer Quibble, viz. © That it might 
« be /et a foot (for that it ſeems is the Exami- 
« ner's Term of Art) before” it commenced. 


— 


Bid. p. 29. To prove that Gray and Mabank, 
when conven'd before the Juſtices, told them, 
That they were prepared to try their Cauſe at 
Law: Bradley the Sexton now certifies, that 
Gray ſaid ſomething like it to him at another time. 


We are charged with © ſetting up our own 
« private Accounts againſt a Report from the 
publick Records,” but in that we don't op- 
rob the Records, which may be true, when 
the Report about them, as we have ſhewn, has 
been utterly falſe, 


If 


\ 
( x5) 
1 If the Impriſonment of four Perſons don't 


| prove a Proceeding againſt them, we cannot 
tell what does. 


4 
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: 
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Tbid. p. 30, 31. In the Caſe of Mary Cooke 
Wl and Henry Smith of Halſted, whom we prov'd 
by Certificate to have been one, 1 and 
and inoffenfrve Perſons, we are now told, that 
the Characters of abfinate and troublek me, 
« are to be underſtood in . a limited Senſe,” 
ha Se Parſon had expreſt himſelf i in the 

moſt extenſive one, vi. That 'twas the ge- 


ce neral Character they bad left behind them 
among the People. 


Fd 


f . . 


To clear the former Incumbent, Murdoch, of 

« Enmity and ill-will to the Quakers” in pro- 
ſecuting them ; a Story is tald on a very ſlender 
Hear-ſay Evidence, which, if true, only tends 
to ſhew, that he did it for Revenge, becauſe 


they « drew up a Pctition againſt him.” 


id. p. 3a, 33. The Vicar of Fullam, in- 
ſtead of reconciling his own Inconfiſtency, 
_— artfally retort it upon the Vindicator, as 


= that 8 3 was of a flexible 
when he only 
ſhew'd — the Ven 4: did repreſent him as ſuch. 


hogs, 


The Tefiimeny of Forman Orchard is now 
given ap by the Vicar as of no great Credit 
to eicher Party.” By our laying, © That by 
taking improper Methods he reduced him- 
© {l,” the Vicar would have us mean, that 


he 


—_—__—_ —— * 
— — 
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* he married a Woman of the Eſtabliſhed / 
% Church,” when indeed we meant no other 


than what the Vicar ſays of him, viz. that he 
is © a bad OEconomiſt, a weak Man, and 
* much given to Drink.” 


If John Orchard gave a remarkable Inſtance 
of his abufrve Tongue, what's that to the Q- 
kers, who, the Vicar owns, did © reprimand 
him for it. And 'tis quite foreign to the 
Afﬀair, ſince Dr. Dwight did not proſecute 
him in the Exchequer for an abuffve Tongue, but 
for not paying Tithes. 


Did. p. 35. In Parmentor's Caſe the Incum- 
bent makes a moſt uncharitable Conſtruction, 
viz, that his © Direction to his Son to pay his 
« juſt Debts,” was a Proof of his own Diſpo- 
ſition not to pay them. 


In the Cripplegate Caſe, Defence p. 35 to 43, 
Reaſons are pretended for Dr. Bennet's proſecu- 
ting for an unreaſonable Demand: Extracts 


from a threatning Letter to his Pariſhioners are 


produced, to ſhew he was not vexatious or © 

preſſive: And to prove that Tithes of H. * 2 
in the Middleſex Part there are legally due, Co- 
pics of old Papers are infiſted on, which yet the 
Producer himſelf doubts, whether they would be 
admitted as Evidence in any of our preſent Courts 
of Lato or Equity, but at the fame Time pays 
ſo fine a Compliment to thoſe Courts, as to 
affirm poſitively, That they will be Evidence to 
all reaſonable Men. An Aſſertion which ſeems 
to 


mas is TT pad 
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to make him guilty of what he raſhly charges 
on the Quakers, viz. .< In this Inſtance at leaſt, 
* to ſerve a preſent Turn, boldly aſſerting, 
<* what he does not know to be true.” 


In Damel Aylet's Caſe, Defence p. 43, we 
are charged with offering © a bare Preſumption 
e againſt a poſitive Aſſertion, when the Truth 
is, we advanced a plain undeniable Matter of 
Fact againſt a meer groundleſs Inference of our 


Opponent. 


In Benjamin Batt's Caſe of Ware, Defence 

. 44, we had diſcovered a little Fraud made 

ſe of in the Examination, which appearing 
indefenſible, is now called © a Matter of very 
* ſmall Conſequence.” 8 


The omitted Caſe of James Laurence of 
Cheſhunt, is now inſerted in the Defence p. 44, 
45. but 'tis not denied, that he was at the time 
of Proſecution a poor Day Labourer, and 


_ © the Parſon's Demand but 8d per Annum. 


Of 39 Caſes, which contain the Proſecutions 
of about 100 2Qyakters, objected to in the Ex- 
ami nation, and thoſe Objections anſwered in 
Sect. 2. of our Vindication, the Replier takes 
notice of only about Nine of thoſe Caſes where- 
in about 15 Perſons were concerned. The Ex- 
amination of all the Reſt, as to the Facts, is 
left refuted without Defence. 


Cc But 


—— — wi. 


Pay would not be equally reaſonable, in 
Gentlemen who are his Hearers, as in John 
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But to proceed, We refer'd our Reader to 
Malden for the Habitation of John Raven, not 
of his Proſecutors. 


The Incumbent of Woodford, Defence p. 46, 
47. ſays, If every Gentleman in the Pariſh 
« was to uſe me as he (John Taylor) did, the 
Living would decreaſe in Value near 3o/. a 
* Year,” But certainly, the with-holdin g his 

oſe 


Taylor, who was not. 


The Incumbent of the Pariſh called St. Pe- 
ters in Colcheſter, in his Anſwer, p. 48. does 
not prove that he had any Right to the Garden- 
ers Tithe, which in Juſtice he ſhould have 
been fully aſſured of before he had received 
either the poor Man's Money or Goods. That 
the Gardener © for a Year or two laſt paſt has 
« refuſed to let him have any Thing,” was 
the Incumbent's own. Aſſertion, which he now 
repreſents as a Miſtake, chuſing rather to grant 
his own Aſſertion falſe, than our Inferences 
from it true. 


If the Account from Great Oakley in p. 86 of 
the Examination was not taken from that in 
P- 53, yet to make both credible, it ſhould have 
been conſiſtent with it: And if this Caſe was 
not mentioned in the Brięf Account, yet, being 
mention'd in the Examination, it was within 
the Vindicator's Provmce. 


The 


J 88 ef PN 
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The Incumbent of Veſt-Ham ſuppoſes him- 
ſelf injur'd by our taking his Expreſſions in the 
plain Senſe of the Words, which are © There 
<« are ſeveral Quakers in the Pariſh of Weſt-Ham, 
and all of them pay Tithes to the Lay-Im- 
« propriator without diſputing.” What All is 
this, but All the ſeveral Quakers in Weſt-Ham? 
If he would not be underſtood fo, he ſhould 
not have ſaid ſo. But though we may admit, 
upon his telling us, that his Meaning differs 
from his Words, yet we don't admit even that 
Meaning to be true, as our Note thereupon, 
Vind. p. 114, ſhews. The Incumbent will not 
admit his Account concerning Capt. Hankey to 
be partial, though tis plainly a Caſe where both 
Sides can't be heard. 


The Account from Barking, Exam. p. 89 
is proved falſe by the Incumbent's own Relation, 
Defence p. 52. 


The Account from Geftlingthorp, Defence p. 
53. confirms what we \ſuppoſed, Vind. p. 116. 
vi. Perhaps the Man in neither Caſe lives up 
* to his Profeſſion, but may act againſt his 
« Conſcience through the Terrors of Ruin and 
« Impriſonment.” 


We faid, Vind. p. 117. that © no Church- 
« Rates had been in the Pariſh of Tottenham 
« for ſeven Years laſt paſt,” The Defence in- 
forms us, that the laſt collected in that Form 
was in 1723, which is fourteen Years ago. 
And that © ever fince the Church and Poors 

- C2 Rates 
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r Rates were blended together and collected 
« in one Article,” that is, under the Title of 
the Poors Rate only; and that there have been 
but three ſuch Blendings (or rather Blindings) 
in fourteen Years Time. So that they collect 
no Rate but for the Poor, and if they include 
other Charges therein to eſcape the Qyakters 
Obſervation, 'tis more reaſonable to think that 
they do it to eaſe themſelves, than to humour 
the Quakers. Ko A 


The Incumbent of B:irdbrook, to prove, what 
he had aſſerted, that Francis Maybew paid, or 
ſatisfied, his Brother's Tithe till the Year 17 14, 
brings the ſaid Mayhbew's own Teſtimony, 
which ſhews, that he left off to do fo in 1703, 


Again, to prove that the Qyaker © in the 
* Year 1714 refuſed that Method,” he now 
brings Witneſs to ſhew, what the Qraker did 
fince himſelf became the Incumbent, which 
was not till the Year 1719. 


But though he has fully convicted himſelf of 
Falſhood, yet inſtead of honeſtly confeſſing his 
Fault, he imputes it to the Failure of his In- 
former's Memory, 


The Clergies uſual Charge againſt the Qua- 
kers is, that they are obſtinate and oppoſe the 
Laus: But this Incumbent makes a contrary 
Inference, viz. ©* The Quakers Compliance 
but with the Face of Authority,” 


SECT, 


. 


$RCT. I 


REMARKs on the DerenpeR's Anſwers to 
the Reaſonings of the QUAKERs. 


T IS faid, Vind. p. 3. that the Clauſe in the 

Act (7,8, K. V. z.) for the Recovery of 
Tithes and Church-Rates from Quakers, was in- 
ſerted in Favour of the Clergy, and at their 
Requeſt. No doubt, ſays the Defence, to 
<* ſuggeſt the Inconſiſtency and Unreaſonable- 
„ neſs of the Clergy's oppoſing the late Bill.“ 
It was not only to ſuggeſt, but to manifeſt, the 
Inconſiſtency and Unreaſonableneſs of ſuch of 
the Clergy as have abuſed that Favour of the 
Legiſlature, by returning to thoſe old and ſe- 
vere Methods of Proſecution which it was in- 
tended to prevent : And which it was then 
thought injurious to the fender Characters of 
the Clergy to ſuppoſe they would afterward 
make Uſe of. Twas well known, that when 
that Favour was firſt granted the Clergy, their 
Reſtriction to it was moved for; but one of the 
principal Biſhops rejected the Motion as unne- 
ceſſary, with a Reproof to him that propos'd 
it, for infinuating a Poſſibility of the Clergies 
doing that, which 'tis evident they have done 
Hundreds of Times ſince. 


We are told, Defence p. 8. That the Cha- 


*© raters of the Clergy are of a more tender 
| Nature 
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* Nature than thoſe of other Men.” Had this 
been true, the Clergy ſhould have been the 
more careful of giving Occaſion of Reproach by 
their peculiar Concern for the Methods of Op- 
preſſion: But ſome Men think, that the Cha- 
rafters of Merchants and Traders are more 
tender than thoſe of the Clergy ; becauſe their 
Intereſt generally riſes and falls with their Re- 
putation: whereas perſecuting Clergymen, by 
leſſening their Character, may augment their 
Maintenance. | 


We are told, © That .in the Payment of 


“ Tithes, Qyakers are known to make a great 
<© Diſtinction between the Incumbent and 


« Lay-Impropriators and Occupiers.” Which 


is not true of the Quaters in general; though 
perhaps ſome may think ſuch a Diſtinction 
warrantable; becauſe, Laymen claim Tithes by 
Paternal Inheritance, but the Clergy, as Mini- 
ſters of that Goſpel by which they are forbidden. 


If © the Loſs of Tithes, and other Dues, fall 
* heavy upon a poor Vicar,” that can be no 
Reaſon for his Oppoſition to a Bill for enabling 
him to recover them without Charge. 


A Neceſſity is pretended, of having Recourſe 
to the flated Courts, for three Motives; iſt. 
* If the Juſtices refuſed to act. 24. If the 


© Tithes were of ſuch a Nature that the Parti- 
% culars and the Valuation thereof could nat 
« be known and adjuſted without the Oath or 
«* ſolemn Affirmation of the Party. 3d. If a 

| | particular 
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ce particular Qyaker had been notoriouſly per- 
« verſe and abuſive in his Behaviour toward 
ce the Incumbent.” 


The firſt of theſe Motives either reflects on 
the Chara#er of the Juſtices, as refuſing to at 
juſtly ; or on the Parſon's, as claiming other- 
wiſe. Which of the two is moſt probable ? 


The * Second ſuppoſes, that the Juſtices have 
not Power to examine upon the Oath or folemn 
Affirmation of the Party : This is a Motive 
which many of the Clergy have inſiſted on, but 
with how little Reaſon, may appear from the 
Words of the Act of 7 & 8 K. V. z. commonly 
called the || Air mation Act, viz. © And where- 
* as by reaſon of a pretended Scruple of Con- 
* ſcience, Quakers do refuſe to pay Tithes and 
* Church-Rates, be it enacted by the Autho- 
<< rity aforeſaid, That where any Quaker ſhall 
e refuſe to pay or compound for his Great or 
* Small Tithes, or to pay any Church-Rates, 
„it ſhall and may be lawful to and for the 
Two next Juſtices of the Peace of the fame 
County (other than ſuch Juſtice of the Peace 
eas is Patron of the Church or Chapel whence 
the ſaid Tithes do or ſhall ariſe, or any ways 
<« intereſted in the faid Tithes) upon the Com- 
* plaint of any Parſon, Vicar, Farmer, or 
* Proprictor of Tithes, Churchwarden or 

“ Church 


_ * This Mative is frequently inſiſted on in the Defence, 
and particularly by Dr. Rumney. p. 13. 
| The very All wherein the Favour of a ].] ¾ 
Method <a5 granted them. 
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% Churchwardens, who ought to have, receive 
* or collect the ſame, by Warrant under their 
©« Hands and Seals, to convene before them ſuch 
* 9uaker or Quakers neglecting or refuſing to 
pay or compound for the fame, and to ex- 
* amine upon Oath, which Oath the faid Ju- 
e ſtices are hereby impowered to adminiſter, 
or in ſuch manner as by this Act is provided, 
the Truth and Juſtice of the ſaid Complaint, 
« and to aſcertain and ſtate what is due and 
* payable by ſuch Puaker or Duakers to the 
« Party or Parties complaining.” Here is a 
Method of aſcertaining the Particulars and Va- 
luation of the Tithe, by examining the Parties 
on their Oath or ſolemn Affirmation without a 
Proſecution in the Exchequer or Ecclefiaftical 
Courts, which may ſerve to remove that plauſi- 
ble Pretence of Neceflity, under which the 
Clergy would ſhelter their tender Characters 
from the deſerved Imputation of Severity. 


Lal 


A 


Their third Motive is a Motive with a Venge- 
ance: Shall a Parſon, whenever he ſuppoſes a 
Qualer perverſe or abuſive, (which he may be 
apt to ſuppoſe when he is only told the Truth) 
purſue his Prejudices by a violent and expenſive 
| Proſecution, not neceſſary to the Recovery of 
his Claim, but purely to ſatiate his Revenge? 
Whether ſuch a Proceeding be Chriſtian or not, 
is a Queſtion that will admit of no Diſpute 
here Clergymen are not concerned. 

The Defender, p. 59, calls it © amazing 
that we ſhould ſuggeſt a Deſign in the Ex- 


— s aminer 
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« miner to miſlead and impoſe upon the Rea- 
* der, when he had by an artful Miſcalcula- 
tion repreſented 117 Proſecutions as only 30; 
and to excuſe ſuch a Proceeding, tis now faid, 
that it was not at all material whether One 
« or more Quakers were included in the Proſe- 
* cution; but we think it very material, be- 
cauſe in ſuch Proſecutions every Man's Cauſe is 
diſtin, and One of them is not anſwerable for 
the Others Tithe ; fo that tis a great Miſtake in 
this Defender to aſſert that © their Concern in 
it was one and the fame.” Nor is the 
Reader fecur'd from the fraudulent Defign of 
the Examiner's firſt Sefton, by his tranſcribing 
the Name of every individual Suater in 
other Sections where he could not well avoid it. 


We never ſuggeſted, that the Patience and 
* Forbearance of the Clergy was to prepare the 
% Way for a ſeverer Proſecution,” except 
where fuch Proſecution did actually follow: 
And if our demonſtrating Malice from pre- 
meditated As of Severity muſt be called cruel, 
how much more do they merit that Imputation 
who practiſe them ? 


If when twas faid, that © the Clergy of Co. 
* cheſter make no Demand upon the ©uakers 
« for Eafter-Offerings, or for Fees of Marriage 
or Burial,” we did infer, that © there were 
** none legally due,” that Inference, as to the 

two laſt, viz. Marriage and Burial, was ve 
juſt, there being no legal Claim in fuch Caſes 
where nothing ts done, and therefore to proſe- 
D cute 
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cute for 'em both is unreaſonable and unjuſt. We 
objected not to their claiming every Year, ex- 
cept in the Caſe of a particular Parſon, well 
known to be a troubleſome One. And we till 
think, that if any Clergyman ſhall forbear ſe- 
veral Years on purpoſe to prepare the Way for 
a ſeverer Proſecution, he gives a clear Demon- 
{tration of his Malice. 


The Defender owns, p. 60, © that the Ac 
« does not forbid the Fuſtices of Peace to deter- 
% mine, unleſs the Title of the Tithes be in que- 
« ſion,” nor does he oppoſe the Truth of what 
he calls our Comment, viz. © Unleſs a Party 
concerned call it in queſtion.” But tells us, 
that the Incumbent might certainly know 
e that the Title muſt be the Thing in queſtion,” 
which gives us Occaſion to repeat what we have 
already faid, Vind. p. 1 1. vi. To talk of the 
« Title to the Tithe being in queſtion, when 
the Qualer did not diſpute it, proves nothing, 
but that the Parſon conſcious of the Injuſtice, 
C or diſtruſting the Juſtice, of his own Claim, 
e choſe the moſt terrible Way of Proceeding 
as the moſt likely Means to compel a Sub- 
* miſſion to it.” | 


In Defence of the common, though unchriſti- 
an and inbuman, Practice of proſecuting One 
for an Example to Others, we are told, p. 61, 
% This, there, is plainly limited to Caſes where 
c the Title is clear, and the Refuſal obſtinate.” 
But the Clearneſs of the one, and the Obſtinacy 
of the other, the Parſon will aflume the Pre- 


rogative 
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rogative of deciding, though no body can be 
more ſubject to miitake them. 


The Defender, p. 62, 63, objects to our ar- 
guing from Poflibilities and Conjectures, a 
Method he ſeems to claim as a peculiar Privi- 
lege of the Clergy, for he denies its © holding 
e equally on both Sides. But he ſhould have 
conſidered, that our oppoſing probable Conjec- 
tures to their improbable ones, was a reaſona- 
ble Proceeding ; whereas we have fully ſhewn, 
that the Clergies raiſing a Miſt of meer Imagi- 
nation to obſcure the clear Evidence of plain 
Facts, is not ſo. . 


We think, that in referring to living Perſons 
for the Circumſtances of Things they knew, 
we acted more rationally than they, in referring 
to Hearſay Stories from the Dead. | 


We have ſhewn, Vind. p. 98, 99, that the 
« ®uakers had printed, publiſhed, and pre- 
e ſented to the Parliament, ſeveral Accounts 
of their Suffering Caſes, while the Facts were 
*« freſh in Memory, the Perſons concerned 
living, and the Circumſtances eaſy to have 
been enquired into.” But, ſays the Defender 
p. 64, © We cannot tell, whether the Clergy 
e were at all concerned in them,” though we 
had tranſcribed ſome Inſtances wherein they 
were. He ſays alſo, that © what they call Ac- 
* counts, were only PAPERs preſented to the Par- 
e Lament,” than which what could be more 
publick ? Is it poſſible that Papers relating to 
N | D 2 Tithe, 
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Tithe, preſented to the Lords and Commons 
in Parliament, could eſcape the Knowledge of 
the Biſhops and Clergy ? 125 


We are told, Defence p. 64, that the In- 
* ſtances out of other Dioceſes, in due Time, 
may undergo the ſame Examination that 
* thoſe in the Dioceſe of London have already 
% done.” In due Time: What Time? They 
have taken already more than double the Time 
thoſe of London did: Either theſe ran before 
due Time, or the Others ftay beyond it. But 
probably by due Time they mean their Own 
Time, ſaying, It will be Time enough to 
* to judge of them [the Grievances complain'd 
* of ] when it appears, what Accounts the In- 
e cumbents within their ' reſpective -Dioceſes 
<« ſhall give of Facts and Circumſtances.” 
What egregious Trifling is this? Will the Clergy 
preſume to preſcribe to the Legiſlature, as a due 
Tme for judging of Grievances, a Time which 
is in their own Option whether ever it ſhall 
come or not? One may very reaſonably appre- 
hend, that if the Clergy could be — the 
Parliament would protract the Time. of grant- 
ing Relief to the Qualers till their Accounts 
come, they would never produce them, not- 
withſtanding their great Regard for the Tender- 


The Defender objects to our Memorrs, that 
they depend © moſt probably upon the Relati- 
<« on and Credit of the Perſon. proſecuted.” 
Probably fo indeed: For when did any Profecu- = 


for, 


= — 
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tor, or Perſecutor, tranſmit to Poſterity a cre- 
dible Account of his own Severity or Antichri- 
ſtian Practices? The Proſecuted related what 
they felt, and the Syferings themſelves were of 
fo publick a Nature as miglit remove all Suipi- 
cion of Falſhood. The Points of Fact are fo far 
from being © againſt the Records of the Exche- 
e quer, that even the Examiner's Agents, who, 
doubtleſs, iook'd without any Deſire to find, have 
found aimoſt all the Proſecutions to be menti- 
oned there: And tis well known, that the Re- 
cords don't mention the Charges the Defendant 
is ut to by ſuch Proſecutions, which to a poor 
Alan are very heavy, though the Proceedings be 
ſhort, and quite ruin him, when they are long. 


The Defender urges, p. 65, that where ©:4- 
kers were proſecuted together with others, thcre 
could be © no Enmity. or 1/-will againſt the 
« Duakers as ſuch.” Though he cannot be ig- 
nor.nt that an eaſier Method in that Caſe 
might be uſed with them than with others; 
"Tis obſervable too, in theſe Caſes, that the Pro- 
ſecution has ſometimes gone on againſt the © :a- 
kers when the Others have avoided it. 


He ſeems offended, p. 66, becauſe we reprec- 
ſent common Proſecutors as common Enemies : 
which yet we forbear to retract, till we mcet 
with the Man that will call them commun 


Friends. 


He cites, Defence p. 66, 67, ſeveral Paſſages 
from the Vindication, which exhibit ſuch f ¹¹n, 
bomely 
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homely Truths as he can neither reliſh nor con- 
fute; but obſerves, ( | 


« 1ſt. That they are no way pertinent to the 
„ Point in hand, any more than their long 
* Quotation about the Nature of the Clergy's 
Property, and the Inſufficiency of Human 
Authority to make Laws for the Payment of 
* Tithes.” 


The Unreaſonableneſs of exacting Tithes ; 
the Unacceptableneſs of forced Offerings in the 
Sight of God; The Injuſtice of a Man's reaping 
where he does not ſow; The Honour ot the 
Clergy in being free from Covetouſneis; and 
the deſerved Commendation of the Ouakers for 
aſſerting Chriſtian Freedom, and rejecting Jew- 
1(h Bondage; are with him Impertinencies be- 
neath his Notice. He turns the deaf Ear to all 
Diſtinctions 'twixt Law and Property, becauſe 
his Claim to Tithes is too nice to bear them. 
But he adds, 5 

* 2. That the ſuggeſting theſe Things, in a 
*© Recommendation of themſelves and their 
« Cauſe to the Two Houſes of Parliament, 
e evidently ſhews, that their Views do not fi- 
e nally terminate and reſt in the mare eaſy Re- 
* covery of Tithes and Dues.” 


** 


What a oy is this! Can any Man of 


Reaſon think that the @uakers judgment con- 
cerning Tithes depends on the Manner of re- 
covering them? They do, as they ever did, 

| eſteem 


TH 


eſteem them a Legal Ceremony abrogated by the 
Goſpel of Chriſt: A Yoke of Bondage, which 
their dutiful Submiſſion to the Laws in bein 
cbliges them to bear: Their preſent Requeſt is, 
That this Jewiſh Burden, heavy in itfelf, may 
not be made inſupportable by the additional Seve- 
rity of their Taſemaſters : But how tyrannical 
are they, who can object againſt giving Men 
Relicf under their Burdens, becauſe they 
have ultimate Views, v1Z. Diſtant Hopes of 
* them down at their Journey's End. 


Ser. 


T H E Defender has paſt by the far greater 
Part of the Remarks and 3 made 


or produced by us to ſhew, what an erroneous 
Nation concerning Right and Property the Cler- 
gy have entertained, and the Poor Vicar's Plea 
was grounded on: Theſe he calls impertinent; 


becauſe perhaps by him znanficerable. 


He mentions our Remarks on his reciting 
Objolete Romiſh Laws, but he neither repeats 
one Third Part of what we ſaid, nor confutes 
one Word of what he has repeated. | 


He tells us, p. 69, that Ficars © ought not 
to be deprived ot the Benefit of the Eccleſi- 
* aftical Courts, and this for many Reaſons.” 
What Reaſons : > 
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1. The Nearneſs of the Court.” Though 
the two next Juſtices are generally nearer. 


2, © Their Inability to engage in long and 
© expenſive Suits in the Chancery and Exchequer.” 
Which Suits are not at all neceſſary, the Law 


having provided him a ſhort and unexpenſive 
Method, 


3. © The Impoſlibility in many Caſes 
of aſcertaining the Value of ſmall Tithes, 
* without the Oath or folemn Affirmation. 
Which we have ſhewn that the Act (of 7 and 
8 of K. V. z.) impowers the Juſtices of the 
Peace to adminiſter. 


Theſe are but ſuperficial Reaſons, the next is 
a fubſtantial One, and the real Anchor of the 
Parſon's Hope, viz. 


«© Few Quakers are ſo deeply prepoſeſſed 
againſt Tas as to „ the going to 
« Goal, rather than make Satisfaction, or em- 
* ploy a Friend to do it; nor fo reſolute as to 
«« withſtand the Importunities of Relations, 
* who have forty Days to work upon them, 
<« and at laſt do frequently anſwer the Demand 
« for them either out of Kindneſs, or in h 
< to be repaid in ſome Shape or other, rather 
<< than ſuffer Things to come to an Extremity.” 


The plain Import of all this is, that if the 
Terrors of a Goal will not force the Quaber's 
Conſcience to pay ; yet the Cruelty of the Par- 


fon 
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fon may excite the Charity of a Chriſtian to lay 
down the Money, rather than ſuffer his Neigh- 
bour to periſh in a Goal, 


Is there not the ſame Difference betwixt the 
Conduct of ſuch a Parſon, and ſuch a Chriſtian 
Man, in this Caſe, as between that of the Deci- 
mating Levite and the pious Samaritan, Luke 
x. 30—37? And do not ſuch Proceedings more 
ſenſibly pierce the tender Characters of the Cler- 
gy, than any Reflection of the Quakers? 


We take no Notice of his obſerving the Num- 
bers impriſoned by . Proceſs out of the Eccleſi- 
aſtical and Temporal Courts, becauſe we don't 
know to what Purpoſe he does it. 6 


To obviate Biſhop Burnet's Opinion con- 
cerning the Ecclefiaſtical Courts, he gives us the 
ſame Biſhop's Relation concerning George Keith 
and the Qualers; but omits to mention a very 
material Difference in thoſe Caſes ; which. is, 
that the One has been long ſince * refuted by the 
Buakers, but the Clergy ſtill permit the Other 
to be and abide in full Force and Vigour, 


What the Biſhop ſays of the Law of England 
in general, has Relation to the Expence and 
Delay of Proceedings; but, of the Ecclefiaſtical 
Courts, he ſays cxpreſly, *© Their Conſtitution 
is bad.” A 


* See the Appendix to the Third Part of Alexander 
Arſcott's Confiderations of the preſent State of the 
Chriſtian Religion, 
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SECT. IV. 


Ne CONCLUSION. 


T HE Defender in the Cloſe of his Perfor- 
mance, is ſo modeſt, as to anticipate his 
Readers Judgment of it, by his own poſitive 
Aſſertion, that © the foregoing Obſervations 
<« are fully ſufficient.” 


« As to the Points untouch'd,” which are 
many, he leaves them to the Reader, with this 
Remark, that they are © generally ſuch as reſt 
only upon probable Conjectures, or ſuch as 
te have no relation to the Merits of the Cauſe.” 
A Conceſſion which implies an Acknowledg- 
ment that the much greater Part of the Exami- 
nation is of that Sort, and by plain Conſe- 
quence, that the Generality of the Objections 
made to our printed Caſes are uncertain or im- 
pertinent. 8 b 


As to our Reflections on the Clergy, we know 
of none but what are naturally deduceable from 
their own Words and Practices; nor do we 

think it at all © unſuitable to a Meek, Calm 
and Quiet Spirit,” to expreſs a juſt Reſent- 
ment of angry, rougb and turbulent Proſecutions. 


We 
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We reflect not on the Clergy in * general; but 
readily acknowledge, V — of 106, © That 
*« ſome of the Clergy are benevolent, good 
* natur'd Perſons, ſocial and loving Neigh- 
* bours, very honeſt and upright Men, who 
te neither approve nor practiſe the Severities 
* complain d of. We only deſire, that the 
Number of theſe may be enlarged by the Re- 
formation of the Reft. 


The Anſwer to the Aldgate Proſecution 
reaches not the Caſe, becauſe, the Duaker's 
Non-appearance could be no Obſtacle to the 
Juſtices Proceeding. e 


To conclude, The Sum of the whole Affair is, 
That the Qualers did repreſent to the Legiſſa- 
ture, that notwithſtanding the Summary Way 
* provided (for Recovery of Tithes and Church 

© Rates by the Acts of 7 and 8 of K. V. zd.) 
there had been proſecuted in the Eccigſiaſtical 
« and other Courts, for Demands recoverable 
* by the ſaid Acts, above 1100 of that People, 
* of whom near zoo were committed to Pri- 
* fon, and ſeveral of em died Priſoners.” 


- This Grievance mov'd for Redreſs, which 
the Clergy only oppos d, inſiſting on a Specifi- 
cation of the Facts. 
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ie juſtly diſtinguiſh in this Caſe, as do the holy 
Scriptures, in which are very ſevere Reproofs of covetous 
Paſtors, &c. See Ifaiah lvi. 11. Jeremiah xxiu. 1, 
2. Ezekiel xxxiv. 3,—8, Micah iii. 5. Mat. vii, 
15, 16, 17, 18. Acts xx, 29. 


— — . 


(36) 
; The Duakers complied, and publiſhed A brief 


Account of ſuch Proſecutions, more in Number 
than at firſt repreſented. 


An Examination of that Account, ſo far as 
related to the Clergy of the Dioceſe of London, 
was ſoon after publiſhed, by which it appeared, 
that upon comparing the Accounts of the Pro- 
ſecutions of 117 Puakers by the Clergy within 
that Dioceſe, with the Records oi the Courts, 
All of them (except two or three throvgh a 
Miſtake of Ao pl found th-re. Thus 
the Reality of the Proſecutions is effectually con- 
firm d by thoſe who ſearched to conficte them. 


In the faid Brief Account are Marginal Notes, 
containing a Variety of Fats and Cireumſtances, 
ſome of them * very grievous, attending many 
of thoſe Proſecutions, and taken from Authen- 
tick Memoirs entred in Writing at the Times 
they were tranſacted. 


Upon this the Clergy of the Dioceſe were ex- 
cited to ſtir up the Memories of their Pariſhio- 
| ners 
Many ef the Proſecutions did iſſue in ruinaus Se- 
queſtrations or Impriſonments; as u was the plain Ten- 
dency of all them to have done. If the deſtructiue Con- 
ſequence of ſome of them was prevented, either by the 
Terrors they inflitted, the Charity of Neighbours, or the 
Compaſſion (very rarely) of the Proſecutor, (as in the 
Caſe of Dr. Rumney, whoſe ** Pity took place of bis 
„ Power,” Defence p. 16) the Nature of the Proſe- 
eution itſelf was not alter d by thoſe Means of preventing 
the End it evidentiy tended to. | 
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ners, as to theſe Proſecutions, with their Mari ves 
and Circumſtances. They quickly furniſhed the 
Examiner with the natural Reſult of ſuch an 
Enquiry, viz. Hearſay-ſtories, wild Conjectures, 
and uncertain Accounts of Things; and a Re- 
vival of old Scandal and half-forgotten Slander, 
on Perſons deceaſed. ' 


When the Clergy had ſtoopt to ſuch low and 
ignoble Methods, we were under fome Neceſſi- 
ty, in order to diſpel the Miſt they had raiſed, 
to make Counter-Enquiries into ſome minute 
and trivial Circumſtances, otherwiſe beneath, 


either our Inclination, or the Dignity of our 
Subject. 


They now blame us for following whither 
they led, and call our plain DeteCtions and juſt 
Cenſures of their mean and little Arts, by the 
Name of Unworthy Reflections upon the 
„ Clergy,” which, ſays the Defender, © de- 
<«« ſerve a more ſevere Reproof than is fit to fall 
e from the Pen of a Clergyman.” 


Tis well known that Clergymen have ſome- 
times dipt their Pens in Vinegar, and reprov'd 
with as much Acrimony as any Men: If there- 
fore he means by a Mort ſevere Reproof, a 
Verbal One, he need not diſtruſt the Qualifica- 
tions of the Clergy to adminiſter it : But if by a 
more ſevere Reproof, he means, that Sort of Re- 
proof, which, in the Days of Darkneſs, was the 
dernier Reſort, and laſt Weapon, of offended 
Clergymen againſt the Truth, we heartily pity 


(38) | 
him, and wiſh him endued with a more meek, 
calm, and quiet Spirit. Ef 


Let not the Clergy think, by multiplying 
Words without Knowledge, to divert us from the 
main Point we have in view, viz. A Redreſi of 
"the Grievance complain d of ; a Grievance ſo 
diſhonourable to the Clergy, as well as pprefree 

to the Qualers, that Reaſon would expect their 


joint Concurrence and Sollicitation for the Re- 
moval of it. 5 


* 3 
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Page 12. line 16. for Promije read pretended | 
Promiſe. 
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